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tion with TrumbulFs vote of not guilty in the impeach-
ment case. When it became evident that the opponents
of Johnson were the ones who had employed him and
fixed the amount to be paid, the accusers said that his
action was contrary to law and that he ought not to have
taken any pay at all for legal services to the Government
while he was a Senator. This charge was made by Chand-
ler, of Michigan, on the floor of the Senate, and it led to
a sharp debate, in which Chandler was called to order by
the Vice-President for using unparliamentary language.

There was a law, enacted in 1808, prohibiting execu-
tive officers of the Government from making contracts
with members of Congress, and prohibiting the latter
from receiving payment therefor. This law did not apply
in terms to legal services, and the presumption was that
it did not apply to them in spirit, since there were pre-
cedents for such employment of members of Congress as
late as 1864, when Roscoe Conkling, then a member of
the House from New York, had been employed by the
War Department and had been paid for the service ren-
dered.

Chandler, in the debate, quoted an opinion of Attorney-
General Wirt, given in 1828, to the effect that although
the circumstances attending the passage of the Act of
1808 showed that Congress was then legislating on con-
tracts for carrying the mails and for the purchase of sup-
plies and not for legal services, yet, in his belief, the law
was broad enough to include such services. An opinion
of an Attorney-General, however, was not binding on
Senators.

Trumbull replied that the law had been settled differ-
ently as to legal services, and that the only prohibition
then in force was against Congressmen practicing for com-
pensation in the Court of Claims or before the executive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